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METHOD FOR DISTRIBUTED RDSMS

This application is a continuation of application Ser. No.
13/753,385 filed on Jan. 29, 2013, now U.S. Pat. No. 8,805,
891 issued on Aug. 12, 2014, which is a divisional application
of application Ser. No. 13/290,886 filed on Nov. 7, 2011, now
U.S. Pat. No. 8,412,733 issued on Apr. 2, 2013; which is a
divisional application of application Ser. No. 12/333,230 filed
onDec. 11,2008, now U.S. Pat. No. 8,078,609 issued on Dec.
13, 2011; which is a divisional application of application Ser.
No. 11/313,053 filed on Dec. 20, 2005, now U.S. Pat. No.
7,480,660 issued on Jan. 20, 2009; which is a continuation
application of application Ser. No. 10/390,091 filed on Mar.
15,2003, now U.S. Pat. No. 7,010,538 issued on Mar. 7, 2006;
which applications and patents are hereby incorporated
herein, in their entireties, by reference thereto, and to which
applications we claim priority under 35 USC §120.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

1. Field of the Invention

This invention relates to the field of data management and
data processing and describes a method of integrating appli-
cation or service components and sources and consumers of
data records, normally over data or computer networks. The
sources of data might be software applications, hardware
devices, sensors, or data streaming into files or databases, or
transaction records or transaction logs. The data might relate
to a wide range of industries such as stock market data in
financial services, service health, status or usage records in
telecommunications, or plant operating status in industrial
automation to name just a few. In particular, the invention
relates to ways and means of managing, viewing and process-
ing streams of data records flowing between the elements
making up information processing systems, and applications
thereof. The concept of a relational data stream management
system (RDSMS) is described and the invention is a specific
method for performing data processing using a specific dis-
tributed RDSMS approach.

2. Description of the Related Art

With the advent of the Internet, there are many new ways
for designers of computer information systems to connect,
integrate and manage the components of the information
systems and computer applications.

There are anumber of university research projects (see web
link http://www-db.stanford.edu/sdt/) which are, in the main,
focusing on extending databases to allow for stream process-
ing, treating RDBMS (relational database management sys-
tems) relations as infinite tables.

The work so far published is focused on either extending
relational databases (or other databases) to add streams capa-
bilities (such as the STREAM project at Stanford University
http://www-db.stanford.edu/stream/ which is not distributed
and does not support the manageability or plug-in capabilities
described below), or to devise ways of improving query per-
formance and scheduling and the theoretical resource man-
agement challenges (predicting how much processing can be
performed within given memory and other computing
resources). There are also some papers looking (from a
mainly theoretical perspective) at a few monitoring-style
applications.

This invention differs from the existing published work in
a number of important ways. First, the focus here is on an
invention, method or means for managing a distributed col-
lection of relational stream processing nodes that work
together as a single system to create a complete Distributed
Data Stream Management System (“DDSMS”). This
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DDSMS operates as a single, manageable, extensible infra-
structure, processing and managing multiple streams of
records along with multiple views of those record streams
including their routing across the network of stream proces-
sor nodes. It differs from other systems described by provid-
ing a novel combination of facilities, including an SQL inter-
face (SQL is supported by most relational database systems
today), and operating as a single system managed and con-
figured from a central configuration server where the single
system itself comprises a dynamically extensible set of inter-
operating stream processing nodes each of which supports a
plug-in capability for dynamically extending the capabilities
of the stream processing engines. Each node has not only
input and output interfaces to support streams, but also has a
control and a configuration interface to support dynamic
external control and management of nodes, and to allow
nodes to control the behavior of one another and interoperate
with one another, with the goal of behaving and appearing
like a seamlessly integrated single complete system. The
system manages multiple sources and destinations for the
streams, and covers specific business and technical applica-
tions thereof. Rather than concentrating on the design,
method or means for a specific relational stream processing
node, this invention focuses on how to design a whole
DDSMS comprising a set of such or similar nodes with spe-
cific capabilities that are configured and work together as
seamless complete system. In comparison with systems such
as Aurora (see web references link earlier), this approach
differs in its treatment of the distributed nodes as a seamless
single system with a central configuration and management
service, its support for a plug-in extensibility to allow spe-
cialization of the system for specific application domains, and
its inclusion of control and configuration interfaces for each
processing node.

Finally, the invention includes a short list of applications of
this DDSMS which offer novel solutions to existing prob-
lems, and offer compelling business value and clear advan-
tages over existing approaches and solutions.

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

A method and apparatus for a DDSMS (see ecarlier) is
described. A DDSM comprises a set of communicating data
stream processing nodes. We also describe a means for con-
structing stream processing nodes which are relational in
their processing and querying behavior (they conform to stan-
dard relational processing logic and semantics as originally
invented by Codd—see reference below), but which differs
from some other approaches in that it does not include a
persistent relational database element. In other words, itis not
an extension of a relational database, but is rather purely
designed for relational stream processing. In this approach,
any data that need to be stored in a relational database or
processed from a relational database are streamed out of the
DDSMS to an external database (or databases) or similarly
streamed into the DDSMS from external databases. In this
way, a DDSMS architecture which interoperates with data-
bases but which does not itself contain any database facilities
for storing and managing tuples can be created using sets of
such nodes. The invention of the overall DDSMS here allows
for either kinds of relational stream processing nodes—either
the one included as part of this invention, or others that are
constructed as extensions to relational databases to support
the necessary relational streaming operations described
below.

The method then describes various ways that the DDSMS
can be used to solve business or technical problems relevant
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to the real world. These are distinct and differ from those
described in external publications.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1—A diagram showing an example of a deployment
of a DDSMS, with Stream Processing (SP) nodes, Central
Configuration Store server (CCS) communicating with one
another and with external computer applications by means of
a computer data network. The cloud drawn represents the
single, seamlessly integrated, complete management domain
for the DDSMS.

FIG. 2—A diagram showing the abstract architecture of an
individual SP node made up of its component parts (sub-
systems). The four external interfaces to node are shown and
labeled, along with internal and external data flows. The fat
arrows indicate flows of data records, whereas the skinny
arrows indicate exchanges of control data. If an object over-
laps and is on top of another object, the latter represents a
subsystem of the former. Data paths between systems and
their subsystems are not shown and are implicitly assumed.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION
A. System Overview

1. Terminology

The Relational data model is based on the mathematics of
relations and is derived from the seminal work of E. F. Codd
[“A Relational Model of Data for Large Shared Data Banks”,
CACM 13. No. 6. June 1970]. So far, commercial embodi-
ments of the relational data model have been realized as
Relational Data Base Management Systems (RDBMS) such
as Oracle and others. Academic work, led by the database
research community world-wide, has recently focused on
applications of the relational data model to streaming data
records or tuples. These streams are modeled as (potentially)
infinite data tables, often with timestamps on each row of
data. A row corresponds to a record that arrives in real-time.

In the below, the term “tuple” and “record” can be used
interchangeably. A tuple is a relational term for an ordered
collection of fields. An n-tuple has n fields. For example, a
triple is the same as a 3-tuple, and has three fields. In the
methods described in the claims of the invention the termi-
nology used is “records”. This is because records are what
most real world information systems process. Such records
are represented as tuples when processed using the method of
the invention. This will become clearer as the method and
means are described.

A Relational Data Stream Management System (RDSMS)
is the similar to a Relational Data Base Management System
(RDBMS), but processes streams of data records rather than
tables of data records. Relational operations are similarly
applicable to streams just as they are when defined over tables
(relation operations such selection, projection, joins, unions
etc). This means that relational queries and processing opera-
tions, which are mathematically well defined, can be logically
extended to have similar simple yet powerful mathematical
meaning when applied to streams. Such relational stream
operations have a declarative semantics, which offers key
benefits in the world of data management. The declarative
nature of their semantics allows one to define relational
expressions that can be used to derive a new stream of records
from an existing stream by describing what the properties are
of the records of the derived stream, rather than by detailing
exactly how to construct the new stream from the old in terms
of'the specific processing operations to be performed. In other
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words, the logical mathematical relationship between the new
stream and the original stream is described, instead of the
sequence of record processing operations one might perform
in order to create the new stream from the old. Such math-
ematical (logical) semantics allows the rewriting of a rela-
tional expression with another equivalent perhaps simplified
relational expression, while guaranteeing that the expressions
are semantically identical. This is immensely useful in allow-
ing for automatic query optimization, where a software opti-
mizer can rewrite retrieval expressions into others that are
identical but more efficient when interpreted by stream pro-
cessing software.

A single node RDSMS can be constructed as a superset of
a conventional RDBMS that processes potentially multiple
input data streams and generates potentially multiple output
data streams along with the usual relational database tables.
This describes the nature of the work performed at Stanford
University [Jennifer Widen et al., http://dbpubs.standford-
.edu/pub/2002-41]. However, we describe here an invention
of'a RDSMS that it is not an extension of a RDBMS, pro-
cesses only streaming data (it does not manage persistent
tables) and additionally interacts with other RDSMS nodes,
which together constitute a single integrated relational stream
processing system. The stream processing is performed in
what we call a relational Stream Processing (SP) node. A
single SP node and its Configuration Store (see later) together
comprise a RDSMS. If there are multiple SP nodes interop-
erating then we have a different invention, which we call a
Distributed Data Stream Management System, which is the
main focus of this invention.

The main invention we describe is such a Distributed Data
Stream Management System (DDSMS). A DDSMS com-
prises a set of relational SP nodes, and is managed as a single
system to provide an infrastructure solution for processing
streaming data over a large scale computer network with
multiple and potentially distinct sources of and destinations
for streaming data. The streams are routed across the relevant
RDSMS nodes in order to perform the processing required,
with potentially multiple concurrent streams of data criss-
crossing the network of SP nodes. The DDSMS is relational
in terms of its data processing, and its data can be viewed as
flows of relational tuples. Tuples may contain fields which
normally contain the same kinds of data types commonly
found in a database (such as integers, floats, dates etc) and
which might also be variable length or variable format types
such as character strings, bit strings or other binary content
(such as audio, video, or pictures, or other digitized data).

2. Comparison of DDSMS Model with RDBMS and
RDSMS Models

Whereas an RDBMS (relational database management
system) and the newly emerging RDSMS each are usually
single node systems (there is a server that processes a stream
of'queries or transactions and generates a stream of results), a
DDSMS comprises a set of distributed SP nodes. These nodes
interoperate in order to behave as a complete seamless system
that achieves the data stream processing specified in its rela-
tional operations. Whereas creating Distributed DBMS
entails overcoming the major technical challenges of syn-
chronizing multiple databases over potentially large geo-
graphically separated nodes (and so never really have been
successful in the marketplace), DDSMS are relatively
straightforward to construct and work elegantly and effi-
ciently. They work well because there is no shared global state
to synchronize, and all the relational operations are side-
effect free (i.e. truly declarative in nature). Relational opera-
tors operate on streams as inputs, leave those streams unal-
tered (to flow to other potential consumers), and then generate
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instead new streams as outputs which can in turn flow to other
SP nodes. The specific techniques and architecture of the
invention are described below.

3. Relational Data Streams

Firstlet us visualize arelation as a table of rows comprising
the tuples of that relation, just as is found in a RDBMS like
Oracle. The relational operators of Projection (selecting a
columns from a table to create another table holding only
those columns), Selection (retrieving rows that match certain
criteria), Joining (where two tables are merged by matching
on a common attribute that is defined as a given column),
Union (merging two tables by set-theoretic multiplication of
the tuple combinations) and other relational operations can all
be readily re-interpreted to apply to record streams resulting
in the creation of a new record stream. The records in the
streams correspond to the tuples in a relation. Projection and
Selection have a natural and obvious meaning when applied
to streams. Projection filters out only the fields specified in the
Projection specification and Selection filters out only the
tuples that satisfy the Selection specification. Joins and Union
also have an obvious interpretation, but we first need to add a
time field. The notion of a time window is then introduced
which is applied to any relational operations. For example, a
Join operation might be defined over a time window of five
minutes. The meaning is that the streams are joined only for
matches of tuples made over the given time window. Such
time windows can be specified to be Rolling or Paged. The
former means that when an operation is applied over a rolling
time window of say n minutes, only records whose time field
lies within the last n minutes of the reference time of process-
ing are considered. Hence a single tuple might participate in
multiple successive operations, until it is too old to qualify for
processing in what becomes the new current processing time
window. For example, operations might be totals of tuples
over the last 5 minutes. You can visualize a time window
sliding or rolling over a series of tuples. In comparison, the
paged time window pages over the tuples so that every tuple
occurs in only a single time window. When totals of tuples are
calculated over 5 minute paged windows, then you will get an
aggregation of tuples with only a single aggregated output
tuple for each 5 minute interval. In Paged time windows all
time is chopped up into non overlapping time intervals and a
record will always belong to only a single window—different
from rolling windows where records belong to many different
successive rolling windows. When two streams are Joined,
records are matched using the join field (a field that must exist
in all records to be joined) for records that lie within the same
(specified) time window (based on the designated time-
stamps of those records) and the result of each such match is
the creation of a new output stream record comprising a union
of'the original fields of the constituent records. The nature of
the match varies according to the type of Join. For example, in
an Equi-join the matching comparison is simply equality (and
normally the matching field is included only once in the
output record since the values are identical). Other joins are
also possible, such as “>”, “<”, sub-string and many others.
Such Join operations have practical application such as in
matching buy-sell transactions for a given financial instru-
ment within a given time window given streams of buy
requests and sell requests. Another application is pulling
together all of the pieces of a commercial transaction (inte-
grating data from multiple sources such as multiple service
elements) and matching on a shared transaction id (or perhaps
IP address) within a given time interval in order to create a
complete, integrated transaction record. Records falling out-
side the time window are deemed to be either erroneous (to be
processed externally later) or else are from separate distinct
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transactions. Such behavior is important in real-time decision
making applications in many industries including financial
services and telecommunications. An extended subset of SQL
is the preferred language for representing the definition of
streams, but graphical and other alternative ways of repre-
senting the definitions is permitted also in addition to SQL.
The subset of SQL is given by the purely relational operations
(all procedural and database state manipulations are omitted).
The extensions are based on the incorporation of time win-
dows. Forexample, a given SQL query might specify a stream
which comprises two input streams joined by IP Address over
a paged 5 minute time window. This would look identical to
an SQL fragment for joining two input tables on the IP
Address column, except that the time window value (5 min-
utes) and nature (paged rather than scrolled) must be either
implicitly (through some default value or configuration
parameter) or explicitly (a Window statement or some kind is
added to extend the SQL language—hence an extended sub-
set of SQL, a subset because there is no meaningful interpre-
tations for the procedural and other database specific non-
relational operations that are also part of the SQL language).

4. System Management, Set-Up and Configuration

Streams in the DDSMS can have names, can have security
access permissions (to allow particular users or applications
or groups thereof to read the records of the stream) and are
defined by a relational expression—a set of relational opera-
tors that operate on streams (as defined in the previous sec-
tion)—which in turn might operate on other named streams.
Such relational stream expressions can be nested (as in SQL
for relational queries for RDBMS). The relation expression
can also include the names of programs (or plug-ins) that can
also generate streaming data (there has to be some way of
generating the original sources of streaming data). The sys-
tem normally comes with a set of useful such programs and
plug-ins to stream data from and to relational databases, files,
directories of files, and to encapsulate the outputs or inputs for
other programs and applications (using operating system
streaming primitives and redirecting inputs and outputs of
such programs). The system is normally extensible, so that
new plug-in programs can be written to extend the system
dynamically. Plug-ins also can perform computational pro-
cessing of tuples, consuming and generating tuple streams,
thereby providing extensions to the usual relational operation
vocabulary.

Streams also have a location that corresponds to the host
system that creates the stream. Where a stream is replicated
for load balancing purposes, there might be multiple loca-
tions—but for each instance of the replicated stream (the
location of which is resolved at connect time—i.e. when a
user or application tries to read the stream) at any given time
interval there will be stored somewhere in the DDSMS the
identity of the host machine responsible for generating the
tuples of the stream. Some implementations of the DDSMS
might expose the identity of the host machine of a stream.
Other more sophisticated implementations may hide the
source machine, and alter it dynamically, in order to perform
optimization of the stream processing by relocating the
stream to another more favorable machine (favorable in terms
of processing power, physical location, network bandwidth,
utilization, disk or main memory capacity etc). Another
example might entail breaking down a single stream gener-
ating operation into separate sub-streams that flow into one
another, and then redistribute the work to different machines
for each sub-stream. This might happen as the result of a
sophisticated automatic or dynamic optimization operation.

The DDSMS may support a method to perform Global
Optimization to improve the system performance by analyz-
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ing the relational stream definitions and interdependencies,
and by automatically rewriting the relational expressions (the
stream definitions) with alternative, logically equivalent but
more efficient definitions (in terms of execution). Such opti-
mized relational definitions may include embedded directives
that are used in the execution of the stream expressions and
also that are used in distributing the stream definitions to the
relevant SP nodes. The rewriting approach is modeled after
similar relational rewriting procedures of relational data-
bases, but reinterpreted in the streaming context, and with
differing “cost functions” that evaluate the goodness of the
optimization progress and of the rewritten expression. The
optimization goal is to improve the performance of the
DDSMS by breaking up the relational stream operations or
definitions (which make up the definition of the stream or
view) into component pieces that are allocated to different SP
nodes. In this way, for example, streams might be aggregated
close to their source, rather than transmitting every record
across an expensive network only to then perform aggrega-
tion. The order and placement of the SP operations onto
specific SP nodes can make a tremendous difference to the
overall system performance. The optimization is performed
in conjunction with a specified Optimization Policy and con-
siders metrics available about the physical processing char-
acteristics of the individual stream processors (SP nodes), and
the computer infrastructure that is used to host and execute
them (optionally including, without limitation, the speed and
nature of individual computer systems such as system execu-
tion cost, clock speed, memory, number of processors, oper-
ating system, execution workload, also considering the band-
width, speed or network connection costs, or network
reliability, and the size, speed and cost of storage whether that
be main memory or secondary storage). It also takes into
consideration Optimization Constraints and parameters such
as the maximum amount of time to spend on optimization.
The policies include, without limitation, differing optimiza-
tion goals either for the complete system or for specific
streams such as maximizing total throughput, minimizing
latency, minimizing cost, minimizing transmission or retrans-
mission of data, minimizing or maximizing loads on specific
computer systems or network links, or maximizing reliability.
Such optimization optionally can be performed dynamically,
whereupon the DDSMS would transparently (to the outside
world) relocate and restructure streams from one SP node to
others as the execution of the transformed relational stream
expressions requires. The current status and location of the
components of the stream are always held in the Central
Configuration Store. The optimizer might perform factoring,
where anonymous sub-streams are created and reused in the
definition of other streams. Such sub-streams allow for effi-
cient reuse of DDSMS system wide resources and can reduce
transmission, retransmission and avoid redundant stream pro-
cessing 100.

Streams implicitly have a defined structure in that the
names, types and order of the fields in the tuples of the stream
will be defined by the relational expression that makes up the
stream. Each tuple comprises a set of self-describing data
items called fields, which are essentially triples. Each triple
has a name, type and value such as <Family,String,“Black>.
The allowed type definitions should match the conventions of
RDBMS and SQL (types are called domains in SQL) to allow
familiarity and easy integration. The names of all fields (or
attributes—another term for the same thing) are held in a
central configuration store, along with type definitions and
stream definitions.

The Central Configuration Store server (CCS) is a server
that communicates with all nodes in the DDSMS. Each node
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comprises an individual SP node, which performs the stream
processing consistent with its stream definition as held in the
CCS. Each node caches its configuration data in case the
central configuration store is unavailable. Any changes in the
configuration store can be broadcast to all nodes, or else there
are tools that allow a more controlled and selective dissemi-
nation of the changes made (to ensure that the resulting
streams make commercial and consistent sense, as there
might be dependencies within and outside of the system that
need to be taken into consideration before such changes are
more widely made).

FIG. 1 (see drawings) illustrates a system including one
embodiment of the invention. Applications running on exter-
nal computer systems generate and consume streams outside
ofthe DDSMS, and each stream is defined as arelational view
(e.g. SQL views A through D)—that is, the interpretation (or
execution) of the relational expression that defines the stream
by the DDSMS and the Stream Processing (SP) nodes that it
comprises. The cloud drawing represents a computer data
network linking the SP nodes, CCS and external computer
systems. The arrows represent data flows. The benefit for
external applications and data consumers is the ability for
each to define its own view on the streams, creating new
stream definitions to meet its own specific needs on top of
existing definitions. This offers a data abstraction, insulating
the applications and users from changes to stream structures
that might happen outside (e.g. changing external sources of
data or format of data).

B. Architecture and Embodiment of DDSMS

FIG. 1 (see drawings) illustrates the conceptual architec-
ture of the DDSMS. A DDSMS essentially comprises a net-
work of communicating stream processing (SP) nodes along
with a Central Configuration Store Server. One embodiment
of'sucha system would comprise a program acting as a logical
server for each of these entities. The code of each SP node is
essentially similar, but each one performs the stream process-
ing as defined by the definitions of the streams that it is
hosting, at any given time interval. Each stream might be
transmitted as TCP-IP messages, used to communicate
between the servers. Alternatively UDP-IP or other protocols
may be used. Streams are made up of records which represent
tuples, and each tuple comprises a set of fields which them-
selves are triples (to hold and describe the record’s data). One
embodiment of such a triple would be a variable length record
itself comprising two fixed length fields (to store the field’s
name and type identifiers) and a variable length field (to hold
the field’s value). Each record in the stream might then consist
of first a header that indicates the number of fields in the
record, followed by the variable length fields themselves. A
stream would then be made up of a sequence of such tuples (a
tuple is a collection of fields) sent in batches, the batching
determined by the arrival rate of the records. The batch size is
determined to be a convenient (cost effective) unit of trans-
mission, but if records are arriving slowly, the system might
output batches of even a single record (in order to avoid
delays in transmission). The batching policy is determined by
a Local Optimizer, which optimizes according to configured
optimization directives (for example, to maximize through-
put or to minimize latency of transmission). Such a batch
would store the number of records in the batch followed by
the records, and the entire batch would be sent as a single
network transmission message. The stream itself is made up
of such a sequence of network messages.

The architecture of one embodiment of a SP node is shown
in FIG. 2 (see drawings). Protocols other than TCP-IP may be
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used as the basis of batch transportation. All input streams are
directed to a SP node through its Input Interface. All output
streams are directed to external systems or other SP nodes
through the Output Interface of the SP node generating the
stream. The Output Interface optionally supports efficient
means for broadcasting or multicasting tuples over data net-
works (so as to avoid repeated unnecessary point-to-point
transmission of data where the network supports a more effi-
cient means) in such a way that the Input Interfaces of the
target SP nodes will receive those tuples.

With the data structured into hatches this way, streams can
be consumed and generated by the stream processing nodes
tuple by tuple, and each receiving node can break down the
tuple into self-describing data items, right down to the field
level. The destination machines (for example, given by the IP
address along with the TCP-IP port) for a stream at any given
time interval can be determined from the current state of the
cached configuration information. Any changes in configura-
tion are disseminated by the CCS according to a configurable
specified policy, which includes broadcasting all changes
immediately. The stream processing nodes normally have a
thread or process that continually listens to a known TCP-IP
port for any configuration or other control information (such
as starting and stopping) that might be sent (normally sent by
the configuration server). This constitutes the Management
Interface of the SP node.

The Central Configuration Store server might be embodied
as a RDBMS application, using a relational database to store
the configuration information such as the stream definitions
and machine location, access rights and the definition of all
currently known field names and types. The central configu-
ration server should normally be deployed in a high-availabil-
ity configuration with a hot stand-by ready to take over upon
any failures.

All of the servers (stream processing nodes or configura-
tion servers) comprise logical servers and might be mapped
onto one or many computer servers or systems. In other
words, there is the concept of the separation of logical servers
from physical servers, to allow for different and changing
physical deployments. This will make no logical difference to
the processing, but will definitely impact the hardware
deployment architecture. Individual nodes and servers in
some embodiments may be able to take advantage of multiple
processor computers in order to increase through-put pro-
cessing capacity.

As tuples enter the DDSMS, the system generates times-
tamps to label each tuple with the time of entry. The times-
tamps need to be of sufficient granularity to meet the needs of
acceptable precision vis-a-vis the time window specification
of the relational stream queries. Ideally, all timestamps
should be based on international standard time code (such as
UTC—Coordinated Universal Time) to avoid complications
of comparing data from different time zones. Alternatives are
permissible. Queries may specify that alternative fields
should serve as timestamps (which might correspond instead
to some time or key more pertinent to the specific application
that is using the DDSMS). An example might be the record
creation time at the record’s original source, or perhaps the
time of the original transaction etc).

Timestamps of output records are derived from the times-
tamps of input records. They can be also explicitly defined
(just as the other output fields are explicitly defined as a part
of relational stream definition of the resulting output stream)
or else a default policy can be set where the output timestamp
is automatically created (often given as the earliest, latest or
average of the input timestamps of the records contributing to
the output record). In order to ensure time synchronization
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across all SP nodes standard techniques should be employed
to synchronize machine clocks (such as using NTP and other
well proven mechanisms). When the timestamp is given by an
existing field, it should have numerical properties consistent
with the windowing semantics applied to time, so that the
window specification and queries are meaningful. For
example, a record key which is a monotonically increasing
quantity might make sense.

Some embodiments of the DDSMS will include reliable
retransmission of data between nodes. Each node bufters up
its output streaming tuples, in case there is a need to retrans-
mit the data. The amount of buffering is a configurable item
and depends upon the amount of space required to store the
tuples. The buffers optionally can be stored on disk to allow
for potentially large amounts of data. There is a handshaking
protocol in such system embodiments (operated over the SP
node’s Control Interface) that allows consuming nodes to
indicate that they have received certain stream data tuples and
have no further retransmission needs from the source (that is,
to signal back to the sender that from its own perspective, it
will never need again to seek retransmission of the tuple; this
implies that the records will have in turn been passed on to
another consumer downstream that has indicated they have
been received and processed; this might in turn continue
recursively downstream through other SP nodes). The hand-
shaking is performed by one SP node with another through
their Control Interfaces. The Control Interface might be
physically implemented as part of the Input Interfaces or
Output Interfaces, interleaved with the in the input or output
transmission of record streams (interleaved somehow). These
are physical alternative embodiments of the same logical
design. The Control Interface is, however, a separate logical
entity of the SP node.

The stream generator, when it has received such acknowl-
edgments from all consumers, will dispose of buffered tuples
which are no longer needed. The SP node manages the output
tuples in a Retransmission Buffer, holding all output tuples in
that buffer until it is signaled that it is safe to now dispose of
the tuples. Retransmission Buffers can be configured to be
persistent, in which case the tuples are written to an output
queue stored on disk or similar persistent media managed by
the Persistent Store. The main memory space and disk space
allocated for the Retransmission Buffers are configurable
quantities and constrain the maximum number of tuples that
can be stored before tuples have to be dropped. If a consumer
fails, when it comes back to life, it transmits a “back alive”
message to all stream suppliers, so that they can retransmit
“unacknowledged” records—those that were not acknowl-
edged as fully processed (in such a way as to be independent
of'a failure of the acknowledging node). One embodiment of
such a recovery mechanism can also use Recursive Recovery,
where anode can seek in turn retransmission of tuples from its
suppliers, reprocesses those tuples and then streams the
regenerated data out again in order to meet retransmission
requests of external consuming nodes. This allows for more
recovery scenarios and allows for reducing the buffering
space of intermediate SP nodes (as they might be able, if
necessary, to take advantage of other upstream sources of
tuple supply—nodes further upstream). When tuples are
transmitted, there should be a way of recognizing the identity
of the tuple, in order to avoid processing duplicate retrans-
mitted records. Such a scheme might utilize the timestamp of
the record along with a unique serial number field, generated
by the SP node. The SP node has to store sufficient informa-
tion in order to be able to regenerate accurately any such
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record identification information, in such as way that con-
sumers of retransmitted records can detect and remove dupli-
cates.

Embodiments of the system with such recovery mecha-
nisms as record retransmission and Recursive Recovery allow
for systems with very reliable data delivery, but which will
take time to “catch up” while retransmitting or reprocessing
data. Such systems are suitable for billing applications or
applications where data loss must be minimize or eliminated
(commercial transactions for example). Not all applications
will need this capability. This capability complements other
techniques such as hot standby processing nodes using high
availability techniques. An embodiment might allow optional
configuration of such recovery mechanisms, according to
system throughput, reliability and solution cost goals. Reli-
able transmission can be disabled in order to reduce buffering
space and speed up throughput, in which retransmission of
tuples might not be possible. Similarly, Recursive Recovery
would normally be an additional option to the more basic
recovery mode of simple retransmission of tuples from the
Retransmission Buffers.

Tuples arrive through the Input Interface of the SP node
and are buffered for efficiency to smooth out any fluctuations
in arrival rate. If too many records arrive to be buffered safely,
a message is sent back to the sender’s Control Interface to
signal it to suspend or slow down transmission. Similarly
signals can be sent to resume normal transmission. The
Retransmission Buffer of the sending SP nodes will hold
tuples until the consumers are ready to process them.

The tuples flow next to the Stream Engine, which executes
the relational operations of the streams that are configured for
that SP node. The tuples are presented to the relevant rela-
tional views and output tuples result. The Stream Engine
manages a number of threads in order to take advantage of
multi-processor computer systems, and will have differing
implementation with differing levels of optimization and
scheduling of stream operation execution. Indexing of stream
definitions will be performed for cases where there are large
numbers of streams present. This ensures efficient distribu-
tion of tuples to relevant stream operation executors or inter-
preters. The Local Optimizer allows optimization of the
execution of stream definitions locally, allowing for tech-
niques like compilation into natively executing code. The
Stream Engine is effectively a virtual machine implemented
in software that processes relational stream operations. The
Thread Manager manages the pool of active threads and is
effectively part of the Stream Engine.

The Stream Engine responds to control commands that
arrive through the Control Interface, and permit external enti-
ties to start, stop and reset the engine or specific streams, and
other relevant control operations related to retransmission,
recovery and relocation of streams.

The stream definitions and other configuration information
arrive through the Configuration Interface. The CCS can also
send out specific plug-in processing execution modules to
specific SP nodes to be dynamically loaded into the stream
engines of those nodes. The loading and unloading of such
modules is handled by the Plug-in Manager. Such plug-in
modules represent executable code used to enhance the pro-
cessing operations of the Stream Engine. This is to allow for
additional or updated relational operations to be loaded with-
out taking down the SP nodes concerned. It also allows for
custom plug-ins to be written with an external plug-in devel-
opment kit which allows system or application specific opera-
tions to be performed. For example, all physical communica-
tion with operating system files, streams, databases or
applications is performed with such plug-ins, and can include
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data input, data output and data transformation operations.
There are primitives supplied for iterating and otherwise pro-
cessing tuples within the given time window specification and
to similarly access and process the fields of those tuples.
Plug-ins are managed through the CCS and are dynamically
loaded, unloaded or replaced. A variety of programming lan-
guage interfaces is supported.

As the Stream Engine generates tuples of output streams, it
passes the tuples one by one to the Retransmission Buffer
manager which in turn passes them on to the Output Interface.
From there they are transmitted, multicast or broadcast to the
consuming SP nodes according to the configuration informa-
tion of the stream (as sent by the CCS).

C. Configuration and Management of Streams and
Stream Processing Over a Network Using the
DDSMS

Configuration is performed by interacting with the central
configuration store server. There are many embodiments pos-
sible (above an embodiment is described using relational
databases). Streams can be defined as SQL expressions or
views. Stream definitions can written in a language that is an
extended subset of SQL, one which allows for the specifica-
tion of time windows (see above) but which does not support
the non relational SQL operations (of which there are now
many in SQL including those for updating databases, impera-
tive programming etc.).

Alternatively, some embodiments may optionally offer a
GUI based configuration of a “nodes and arcs” form, where
nodes correspond to relational stream operators and arcs cor-
respond to stream flows. Such a dataflow GUT is a natural way
of representing the stream definitions.

Other embodiments are also allowed to co-exist using
alternative representations of streams and the stream process-
ing operations, such as ones based on predicate calculus
(where streams are defined in terms of logical predicates—
Boolean expressions on records and their fields—that must
hold to be true for each record that is treated as a valid
record of the stream, cf. the membership predicate of a set
definition). For example, the programming language Prolog
can be viewed as offering one way of defining relations, and
so in this context, could be readily used as the basis of streams
definitions (another way of stating this is that predicate cal-
culus’s Horn clauses can be used to define streams). {For the
so-called “data logic” subset of Horn clauses where there are
no embedded functions inside the predicates, only atoms and
variables, there is an equivalence in expressive power with
relational calculus (relational expressions with projection,
join etc) for defining relations. Such definitions can be readily
translated from one representation to the other and hence can
be executed by the same Relational Stream Engine of the SP
nodes. Timestamps of output records are derived from the
input records. }

Configuration of the fields is straightforward, and follows
the principles adopted by many other data dictionaries or
RDBMS. Field definitions can be added, deleted or updated.
The actual data of the field instance flowing through actual
live streams will be unaffected by such changes once such
data have been created. This is intentional and reflects the fact
that the fields are essentially self-describing (see comments
on fields’ triples elsewhere). For configuration changes to
take effect, they need to be communicated to the SP nodes
through a set of provided commands.

All editing of configuration data (including operating
parameters, stream definitions, field definitions, plug-in
executable module definitions including file name and nature
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of'the executable such as executable format etc) is performed
through a web-based user-interface, preferably with mecha-
nisms to import and export configuration data in XML format
in files in order to facilitate external management of different
versions of the complete system configuration. This is useful
for testing purposes and to allow reinstatement of earlier
configurations following disasters. The CCS itself in some
embodiments will also support versioning of configurations
whereby an archive of different complete configurations is
maintained.

D. Applications of DDSMS

DDSMS have many potential applications. First they can
be used to process streaming records from distributed service
components or elements to aggregate down, filter, and other-
wise construct complete transaction records for analysis or
billing. They have applications in billing for wireless and
wire-line telephony, for data and other services.

Secondly, they can be used for data preprocessing and
collection in order to efficiently build databases and data
warehouses, providing a real-time and much more flexible
technology to replace today’s primarily batch oriented ETL
tools (Extract Translate and Load) such as the ETL products
of companies like Informatica.

Thirdly, they can be used to construct distributed peer-to-
peer applications as an alternative to Message Broker tech-
nology. Message brokers allow applications to communicate
through so-called “Publish and Subscribe” interfaces, pass-
ing data record by record. They have the disadvantage that
they force people to program such services with what is often
called inverted logic (also known as event processing logic)
where the receiver program has to be written with program-
ming logic that has to allow for the program to receive records
of potentially any type and at any time. This is in order to
allow for the occurrence of any type of event that might
transpire at any time. State machines have to be written to
keep track of where the program is in the overall lifecycle of
processing data. DDSMS offer a number of advantages over
Message Brokers. They allow multiple, differing views of
data streams to be defined (much more flexible and powerful
than just the “publish and subscribe” facility of Message
Brokers, which itself is similar to sharing streams of a given
name). The stream is, by nature, a sequence of records, and
thereby allows for conventional non-inverted logic, where
applications are written as structured loops processing the
records as they arrive. There is no need to create a separate
state machine, and structured programming techniques
readily apply. Such programs are not normally interrupted by
the arrival of the next record before the current record has
been processed (unless the logic explicitly requires parallel
execution using so-called unblocked /O and multiple
threads). DDSMS allow for powerful operations to define
these views, with power and usefulness similar to RDBMS
views. They allow for non-inverted sequential processing
logic to process streams record-by-record. They allow for the
benefits of efficiency and scalability that arise from designing
a system around large volumes of streaming records. They
allow the reliable transmission and retransmission of data,
with a technology designed for coping with bursts in data
arrival rates. Message Brokers typically have problems scal-
ing beyond a few thousands of records per second. DDSMS
should be able to scale to hundreds of thousands of records
per second. Message Brokers typically drop records if they
arrive in bursts. For example, at the time of writing, the
RendezVous message broker of Tibco, according the FAQ on
their current website (at the time of writing) will drop records
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after 5000 have been queued up in the input buffer of a
RendezVous server. This is not uncommon. Recursive Recov-
ery described above offers an effective solution to this data
loss problem when coupled with the Control Interfaces of SP
nodes.

DDSMS have strong applicability for processing input
data from sensors such as location based devices, environ-
ment sensors, machinery status sensors, plant equipment sen-
sors, and those of engines, vehicles, and instruments. Such
sources generate large volumes of data that need to be pre-
processed into more manageable streams for consumption in
many back-end applications such as monitoring, alarming,
billing and analysis for real-time decision making. It is a
suitable basis for building SCADA and other industrial auto-
mation applications.

Other applications exist for network monitoring for all
kinds of networks: electronic data, mobile, wireless, electric-
ity, water, other utilities, highways, airways, railways and
waterways—to be name but a few. The source of the data
might be from SNMP MIBs (networking equipment stan-
dard) of instruments or devices, from other similar standard-
ized protocols (e.g. CMIP), or held in proprietary structures
or delivered by proprietary management protocols. Prepro-
cessed data can be used for a wide range of applications
including fraud detection, surveillance, service usage billing
(both pre and post paid) and analysis applications.

E. Alternative Embodiments

There are many other potential embodiments of DDSMS,
and several variations are described above.

F. Conclusion

The foregoing description of various embodiments of the
invention has been presented for purposes of illustration and
description. It is not intended to limit the invention to the
precise forms disclosed. Many modifications and equivalent
arrangements will be apparent.

What I claim is:

1. A distributed data stream management system compris-

ing:

a network of communicating relational stream processing
computer nodes distributed and configured for process-
ing streams of data records received from at least one
external source external of said system, according to
relational stream processing operations, without a need
to include a persistent relational database element to
process said streams of data records, and outputting
processed streams of data records to at least one external
consumer external of said system;

at least two of said relational stream processing computer
nodes each comprising:
an input interface configured to receive input streams of

said streams of data records; and
an output interface configured to transmit output streams
of said streams of data records;

a central configuration server operably connectable to said
relational stream processing computer nodes to commu-
nicate with said relational stream processing computer
nodes;

wherein said streams of data records received from at least
one external source are broken up into component pieces
and said component pieces are allocated to different
ones of said relational stream processing computer
nodes for said processing;
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wherein said at least two of said relational stream process-
ing computer nodes aggregate a plurality of said output
streams into a consumer output stream of said streams of’
records and output said consumer output stream to at
least one of said at least one external consumer;

wherein said component pieces are managed by said rela-
tional stream processing nodes, respectively, in retrans-
mission buffers, and said relational stream processing
nodes dispose of said managed component pieces upon
receipt of acknowledgement from a predefined subset of
said at least one external consumer that said consumer
output stream has been successfully received; and

wherein said stream processing computer nodes operate in
a functionally equivalent manner as if a single stream
processing computer node processed said streams of
data records received from at least one external source.

2. The distributed data stream management system of
claim 1, wherein said relational stream processing computer
nodes each include a configuration interface, and wherein
said central configuration server is connectable to said rela-
tional stream processing nodes through said configuration
interfaces to deliver configuration information thereto.

3. The distributed data stream management system of
claim 2, wherein configurations of said relational stream pro-
cessing computer nodes are dynamically updatable by deliv-
ery of said configuration information from said central con-
figuration server.

4. The distributed data stream management system of
claim 1, wherein said relational stream processing computer
nodes each comprise a control interface configured to receive
signals for controlling a speed of transmission of said output
streams of said streams of data records.

5. The distributed data stream management system of
claim 1, wherein said relational stream processing computer
nodes and said central configuration server comprise logical
servers that are mappable onto one or more computer servers
or systems.

6. The distributed data stream management system of
claim 1, wherein said at least one external source comprises
sensors selected from at least one of the members of the group
consisting of: location based devices, environment sensors,
machinery status sensors, plant equipment sensors, engine
sensors, vehicle sensors and instrument sensors.

7. The distributed data stream management system of
claim 1, wherein said at least one external source comprises
distributed service components and said streams of data
records are processed by said system to aggregate down, filter
and construct transaction records for analysis or billing.

8. The distributed data stream management system of
claim 1, wherein said consumer output stream is configured
for monitoring a network selected from at least one of the
network groups consisting of: electronic data, mobile, wire-
less, electricity, water, highway, airway, railway and water-
way.

9. The distributed data stream management system of
claim 1, wherein said consumer output stream is configured
for facilitating at least one of: fraud detection, surveillance,
prepaid service usage billing, postpaid service usage billing
and billing analysis.

10. A method of monitoring comprising:

providing a network of communicating relational stream

processing computer nodes distributed and configured
for processing streams of data records;

receiving said streams of data records from at least one

Sensor;
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breaking up said streams of data records into component
substreams and allocating said component substreams
to different ones of said relational stream processing
computer nodes;

processing said component substreams by said different

ones of said relational stream processing computer
nodes according to relational stream processing opera-
tions;
aggregating a plurality of output streams, outputted by said
different ones of said relational stream processing com-
puter nodes, resulting from said processing; and

outputting an aggregated stream resulting from said aggre-
gating to at least one consumer;

wherein said component substreams are managed by said

relational stream processing nodes, respectively, in
retransmission buffers, and said relational stream pro-
cessing nodes dispose of said managed component sub-
streams upon receipt of acknowledgement from a pre-
defined subset of said at least one consumer that said
aggregated stream has been successfully received.

11. The method of claim 10, wherein said at least one
sensor is selected from at least one of the members of the
group consisting of: location based devices, environment sen-
sors, machinery status sensors, plant equipment sensors,
engine sensors, vehicle sensors and instrument sensors.

12. A method of processing streams of data records, said
method comprising:

providing a network of communicating relational stream

processing computer nodes distributed and configured
for processing streams of data records;

receiving said streams of data records from at least one

source;
breaking up a set of relational stream processing operations
to be performed on said streams of data records into
component pieces of said set and allocating said com-
ponent pieces to different ones of said relational stream
processing computer nodes;
processing said streams of data by said different ones of
said relational stream processing nodes according to
said component pieces of said set of relational stream
processing operations assigned to each of said different
ones of said relational stream processing nodes, respec-
tively;
aggregating a plurality of output streams, outputted by said
different ones of said relational stream processing com-
puter nodes, resulting from said processing; and

outputting an aggregated stream resulting from said aggre-
gating to at least one a consumer;

wherein said component pieces are managed by said rela-

tional stream processing nodes, respectively, in retrans-
mission buffers, and said relational stream processing
nodes dispose of said managed component pieces upon
receipt of acknowledgement from a predefined subset of
said at least one consumer that said aggregated stream
has been successfully received.

13. The method of claim 12, performed without a need to
include a persistent relational database element to process
said component pieces.

14. The method of claim 12, wherein said breaking up said
set of relational stream processing operations and said allo-
cating are performed in a manner to optimize processing
performance.

15. The method of claim 12, further comprising dynami-
cally optimizing performance of the method, wherein said
dynamically optimizing comprises at least one of restructur-
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ing said component pieces and reallocating said component
pieces or restructured component pieces during said process-
ing.

16. The method of claim 12, wherein stream definitions for
the relational stream processing computer nodes are held in a
central configuration store server;

wherein the central configuration store server communi-

cates with the relational stream processing computer
nodes; and

wherein the relational stream processing computer nodes

perform said processing according to the stream defini-
tions applied thereto.

17. The method of claim 16, further comprising the central
configuration store server broadcasting changes to stream
definitions to all relational stream processing computer nodes
in the network.

18. The method of claim 16, further comprising the central
configuration store server transmitting changes to stream
definitions to a select set of relational stream processing com-
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puter nodes in the network, wherein said select set is less than
all of the relational stream processing computer nodes in the
network.

19. The method of claim 12, wherein said aggregating a
plurality of output streams comprises locally aggregating by
performing multiple aggregations over multiple ones of said
relational stream processing nodes each receiving multiple
output streams, to reduce stream volume, and aggregating
results of the local aggregations by another one of said rela-
tional stream processing nodes to provide one or more final,
aggregated output streams.

20. The method of claim 12, further comprising analyzing
said processing said streams of data by said different ones of
said relational stream processing nodes and, for ones of said
relational stream processing nodes that yield no results, con-
trolling said ones of said relational stream processing nodes
that yield no results to discontinue processing the streams of
data or not generate an output stream.

#* #* #* #* #*



